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N * the Gee inft 
Proceedings in $ in Scotland, 1 7 no- 
' vg 8010 popular, as the turning the 
Argument upon the Dj 105 ery— 28 if they 
2 concern'd in 1 oleration in 
and, and that t jo 5A it ſhon be 2 
Realon 3 ainſt the Tober ion in. u 
This is ſuch a wild Chi: ra, that wor 
der, any Body ſhould aigu. o weakly 3 but 


much more. do I adwire, that the _ 

in Exgland ſhould entertain 
prejenion of their Toleratio a en 
Account 


That there are Died" bang their 
Toleration, I make no Queftion—and it is 
eaſie to ſee them through the Maſk chey 
put on And that theſe Detigns will all 
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abortive and imperſect, as the like 
eve always done 6, I make no que» 
ſtion— And were the Eyes of the s 
open, T could eafily convince them, that 
even the Deiigns of their Enemies a — 
their Toleration, ſhall be the moſt e 
Means of ſecuring it to them; bur of — 
bereafter. 
As to the Danger to the Diſſenters, with 
rf eck to the Toleration they now 
in Evugland, from this preſent 
Devate e in cot 4 — — The Fears of 
that ſeem to be —— groundleſs to 
any Man, that right! — either 
the Nature of the Toleration in England, 
or the State of the Queſtion concerning 
Toleration in Scotland In which it js 
| mani- 


- 
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manifeſt, That the Difference is ſo wide, 


that the Argument can be drawn from the 
either to firengthen or; 


one to the other, 
deftroy. 

The Scots oppoſe a Toleration - by a 
Claim of Right, fiipulated between the two 
Nations; And it is evident When the 
Act for Security of the Church of Scotland 
was 8 this very Matter of 
Tolerition cas not a little debated, and the 
Presbyteriau Oppoſers of the UNION in Scot- 
land were not backward to expreſs, their 
Apprehenſions ofaTolerationbeing bropg ht; 
upon them by the UNION —— They 
were anſwer'd by the 4d of Security, which 


was ſuppos'd, believ'd, andpintesded to be 


effectual agaĩaſt ſuch a Thi — And I, 
they not thopght it ſufficient, but inſiſted 
in Words At Length, 7bat ibe Engliſh Ti- 
turgy ſtould not have been tolerated, or at 


all us'd in Scotland in pablick z I maß p- 


peal to all the Gentlemen concern'd, either 
in Scotland or here in England, that it 
would not have been deny'd And the 
Author of this is Witneſs to large Aſſurances 
giyen to this Porgoſe, but it was thought 
modefter to ſet it down in leſs pointed 
Terms No Man doubting, but that 
an Article, to preſerve the Uniformity of 
Worſhip in the Church of Scotland, WITH- 
OUT ANY ALTERATION, in all ſac- 
ceeding Generations, muft be ſuppos'd to 
contain a ſufficient Security againſt the 
Engliſh Liturgy. 

Now it would ſeem a very groſs Sug- 
geſtion, and reproach the Church: of Eng- 
land with firange Injuſtice, to alledge, 
That they ſhould diſcontinue their Tolera- 
Lion to Proteſtant Diſſenters in England, 
becauſe they themſelves having conſented 
to the Excluſion of Epiſcopacy in Scotland, 
the Scots ſhould hold them to their Bargain. 

Beſides, the Toleration in England, 
would tbe Diſſenters ſee their n Rig bi to it, 
has a legal Claim, and a Capitulation alſo 
on which it is founded, and cannot without 
manifeſt In juſt ice be invaded by the Church 
of England; but to invade it, becauſe the 
Scots will not tolerate Epiſcopacy, which 
they (the Epgliſp) conſented ſhould not be 
tol-rated, would be a double Injuftice, and 
is a Reproach to the Church of England, ſo 
much as to imagine. 
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I think, this Argument needs no fur- 
ther Diſcourſe— The Scots do inlift upon it, 
that by the UNION they ought not, and 
by the Conſtitution of the Church they 
cannot, admit the Common-Prayer Book 
to be puhlickly us'd in S$:9r14nd—and thoſe 
that offer it to them know, the People 
there will by no Means bear ic ' 
am th to (:1, that's the chief Motipe 
of thEAttomor. 1 

By the Union, the Ecclefiaftick Conſtitu- 
tion of Scotland is becume 4 Civil Right, 
and cannot b: broken in upon, without a 
Breach of the Treaty IT be Attempt there- 
fore to introduce !r1icovations in Worſhip is 
an Atte mpt upan the Univ” And indeed 
there it center An az IAhow, the 
party intend t 5 very troubſelune to the 
Hun ſe this Parliament, with their Petitions 
and Appeals from Church Judicatories, 


| 


*which they pretend to diſown, as by their 


publick Declinators will appear=— I cannot 
but offer, in the humbleſt Manner poſſible 
to the Repreſentatives of the Commons of 
Britain, this onq Confideration; ©; 
Whether any Ju — & = d 
Britain by Parliament, can be declinꝰ 
Subject of Britain? It the Sentences of any 
Judicatory is arbitrary or unjuſt, oppreſſive 
or exorbitant, an Appeal may lie from 
thence to the next and immediate Superior 
Judicatdry, and ſo on th the Supreme, (viz.) 
The Houſe of Lords; but to decline the 
Authority of a Court eftabliſh'd by Parlia- 
ment, is to decline the Auchoricy of Par- 
liament; as to decline the Authority of a 
Magiſtrate com miſſion'd by the QUEEN, 
is to decline the Authority of the QUEEN 
Her-ſelf, = 3 
And what would my Lord B—p of ——- 
or any Biſbop of Eug land, ſay to the Diſſen- 
ters, it any of them in his Lord{hip's Dio- 
cels ſhioplq decline the Authority of his. Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Court, and Appeal to the Par- 
liament Would it not be to decline the 
Authority of the Church of England's 
Eſtabliſhment ? ——— The Diſenters in 
England de diffent from the Worſbip of 
the Church cf England, but they are fill 
ſubjected to the Diſcipline of the Church, 
and may be proſecuted in the Eccleſiaſtick 
Courts, and often have been ſo 7 
8 3 or 
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Nor can they be iaſlox id to decline their 
Authoricy, or as it is call'd in ug land, 
plead to che Juriſdiction of the Court. 

I preſume, it is no Affront to the Church 
of Exgland, nor is it, I am ſure, any Breach 
of the Truth, to ſay, the Church of Scor- 
land is every way as legal an Eftabliſhmenc 
as the Church of England, and her Judiea- 
torĩies as much founded upon and ſecur'd by 
our Conſtitution 3 as to their Scriptural 
Fouadation, that is none of my Buſineſs 
here; but I repeat it again,. and am ready 
to maintain it, their legal Eftabliſhmenr is 
equal.y legal, equally founded in and ſe- 


cur'd by the Union —— I know very well, 


whoſe Grievance it is that it is ſoyꝛ)) 
Put it cannot be avoided, Gentlemen, nor 
wiil you ever be able to alter i. 
Strive at it as Jong, rail at it 4s much as you 
pleaſe, it +"ſ\mpoſitfe;for y to break in 
' Upon it; and not gv-rthrow'the Union. 
Na, if the Difſenters in England are 


fy to the Eceſeſſaſtick Proceſs of the 
Churen Judicator ies in England, and may 


not plead to the Juriſd i ion of thelr Courts, 

that is decline their Aut bor iy Pray, let 
them teil us, by what Law or what Rule of 
Reaſon, can the. Epiſcopal Diſſenters in 
Scotland decline to the Authority of the 
Church Judicatories in Sc 
And after all, whether ſhall they appeal? 
To the Parliament, ſay. theſe People. - How 
can that he? The Parliament has ſettled 
and confirm'd theſe Judicatoriesz to ap- 
peal thither, is to 2 | 
to appeal from the Parliament to the Par- 
liament; for no Author ity will ſpperſede 
the Power of that Court it ſelf bas eſta- 
bliſh'd. ' 1 ſee aqt whicher they can ap- 
peal but to the Pope, becauſe there is no 
other Power on Earth, but what will own, 
the Parliament, had Power to conſtitute 
theſe Judicatories ; and they that own that, 
muſt on the Judicatories. 


1 perſwade my ſelf, ſome People are fo 


ignorant in this Affair, as to think, that 
appealing to the Britiſh Parliament, is ap- 
pealing agaiaſt the Sentence only, as it 
was pronounc'd agaioft theſe People by the 
Judicatories in Scotland Bat let fuch 
rectifie their Miftakes, by obſerving that ! 
am talking firſt of their declinjog the Au- 
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al no ubetre; it is 


thority of the Church judicatot ies which 
is' in all theſe Caſes antecedent to their 
Appeal For they have all firſt dectin'd, 
and then appeal'd — So that their Appeal 
is not ſo much from the Sentence of the 
Church Judicatories, at its being oppreſſive, 
exorbitant, or unjuſt, as it is againſt the 
Authority thoſe Judicatories have to judge 
and determine Matters Ecclefiaftick. 

From hence ic appears, beſides other Re- 
marks, that the Tolecation theſe People ex- 
pe, is different from that the Diſſenters 
in England enjoy 3 for it conſiſts of ſeveral 
Thiags, the Diſenters in Exgland would 
be ge at to demand; and which, ſhould 
we talk of them in England=——Encroach- 
ments on the Church ruiaing the Conſti- 
tution, pulling down Monarchy, and a 
Hundred other ſuch Things, would be our 
continual Reproach=— But in Scotland it is 
evident, the Toleration defir'd muſt confift 
of theſe followiug Heads, beſides others 
not yet foreſeen. | 


Firſt,. They would have Toleration 
without Oaths to the Goverament, 
or praying for the QUEEN- g 

They would have it without being ſub- 
jected to the eſtabliſh'd Diſcipline of 
the Church, - 

They would have it without ſigning the 
Confeſhog of Faith of the eftabliſh'd 
Church. | 

They would have it without being turn'd 
out of the Pariſh-Churches and Sti- 
pends, which they the Epiſcopal Peo- 
ple at preſent poſicſs above a Hundred: 
of in Srotland.. +. | 

They would have it in direct Contraven- 

vention of a Sacred Efjabliſh'd Treaty 

in the Stipulations, whereof it is ex- 
preſly bargain'd on both fides not tu 
grant it. 


— 


] thiak, I can eaſily make it out, that 
all cheſe Conditions are included io the 
Taleration expeRed in S.otland. Now, 
Genilemea Diſſewters in England, can it 
aoy way concern You or your Toleration 
that Scotland will not agree to this ? And 
if it be any thing leſs than this that will 
content them, let their Actions ſpeak 
and 


